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Art Unit: 2854 



DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1. Applicant's election without traverse of Group I, species A (the blanket of Figs. 3, 
4, and 12), claims 65-70, 72-89, and 91-98 in the reply filed on December 4, 2007 is 
acknowledged. 

2. Claims 71, 90, and 99-125 have been withdrawn from further consideration 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.142(b) as being drawn to a nonelected invention and species, there 
being no allowable generic or linking claim. Election was made without traverse in the 
reply filed on December 4, 2007. 

Priority 

3. Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. ii9(a)-(d), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 

Drawings 

4. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR i.84(p)(s) because 
they include the following reference character(s) not mentioned in the description: 
reference numerals 61 and 62 in Figure 11. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d), or amendment to 
the specification to add the reference character(s) in the description in compliance with 
37 CFR 1.121(b) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the 
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application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures 
appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being 
amended. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an application must be 
labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be 
notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The 
objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

5. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR i.84(p)(s) because 
they do not include the following reference sign(s) mentioned in the description: center 
element 35 described on page 15 in paragraph [029]. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. Each drawing sheet 
submitted after the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top margin as 
either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes 
are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any 
required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will 
not be held in abeyance. 
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Specification 

6. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: In the third 
line of paragraph [043], the term "producethe" should be deleted and replaced with — 
produce the- to correct an obvious typographical error. Likewise, in the last line of 
paragraph [049], the term "inFigs." should be deleted and replaced with —in Figs.--. 
Finally, in line 5 of paragraph [054], the term "isat" should be deleted and replaced with 
—is at--. 

Appropriate correction and/or clarification is required. 

Claim Objections 

7. Claims 65-70, 72-89, and 91-98 are objected to because of the following 
informalities: 

With respect to claim 65, in line 14, it is suggested that the term -end— be 
inserted before "folds" to use consistent terminology throughout the claims. 

With respect to claim 66, lines 2 and 4, it is suggested that the term —inside— be 
inserted before "end" in each line to use consistent terminology throughout the claims. 

With respect to claims 67-70, it is noted that each claim has a reference to an 
"installed portion". However, from the context of the claim language, it appears the 
term "portion" should be deleted and replaced with —position—. 

With respect to claim 68, it is suggested that the term "and" (first occurrence) in 
line 3 be deleted and replaced with —end— to correct an obvious typographical error. 
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With respect to claim 79, line 2, it is suggested that the term "And" be deleted and 
replaced with —and— to correct an obvious typographical error. 

With respect to claim 84, there is no proper antecedent basis in the specification 
for the length being 0.5 mm. 

Appropriate correction and/or clarification is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

9. Claims 65-67, 76, 87-88, 91, 94-95, and 97-98 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
as being anticipated by Brands et al. (US 4,635,550). 

With respect to claim 65, Brands et al. teach a printing blanket unit adapted for 
use with a printing blanket cylinder of a rotary printing press comprising: 

a dimensionally stable support plate 20 including an exterior surface; 
an angled leading end leg 30 on a leading end of said support plate; 
an angled trailing end leg 31 on a trailing end of said support plate; 

a leading end fold 35 on said support plate between said leading end leg and 
said exterior surface; 
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a trailing end fold 36 on said support plate between said trailing end leg and 
said exterior surface; 

a printing blanket 40 on said exterior surface and having blanket leading and 
trailing ends 42, 43 with inside end surfaces situated adjacent said leading and trailing 
end folds; and 

a filler material 37 at said leading and trailing blanket ends between said 

leading and trailing folds and said leading and trailing blanket inside end surfaces, said 

filler material acting as a support element. Particular attention is invited to Figures 1-2. 

With respect to claim 66, note Brands et al. teach at least one of said printing 
blanket leading and trailing end surfaces protrudes beyond an associated one of said 
leading and trailing end folds and wherein said filler material supports said at least one 
protruding end surface. 

With respect to claim 67, note Brands et al. teach a radius of said printing 
blanket unit in an installed portion on the printing blanket cylinder at an exterior 
surface of said printing blanket is equal at said leading and trailing blanket ends and 
intermediate said leading and trailing blanket ends. 

With respect to claim 87, note the folds of Brands et al. are enclosed by the filler 
material as shown in Figure 2 in particular. 

With respect to claim 88, note Brands et al. teach the support plate 28 is steel in 
column 3, lines 25-26. 
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With respect to claim 91, note the blanket and filler material of Brands et al. are 
different materials as taught in column 3, lines 46-50 and column 4, lines 11-18. 

With respect to claims 94-95, note the blanket cylinder 16 of Brands et al. is in 
contact with a forme cylinder 10 which includes a blanket forme on its outer periphery 
as shown in Figure 1 and described in column 2, lines 55-56. 

With respect to claims 97-9$, note the blanket 40 of Brands et al. is on top of the 
filler material 37 and in contact with it, as shown in Figure 2 in particular. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

11. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the 
various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were 
made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 
37 CFR 1.56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not 
commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
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12. Claims 77-84, 89, and 96 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Brands et al. (US 4,635,550). Brands et al. teach a printing blanket 
unit as recited with the possible exception of the particular details of the blanket unit 
such as the radius of the folds or the length of the filler material. Note that although 
Brands et al. is silent with respect to the particular dimensions of the blanket unit, the 
optimum values for the radius of the folds or the length of the filler material could easily 
be determined through obvious routine experimentation. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide the blanket unit of Brands et al. with 
a fold radius and a filler material length falling within the ranges recited to provide a 
blanket assembly that provides good support of the blanket ends. 

With respect to claim 89, note that although Brands et al. does not specifically 
teach a multi-layered blanket, the use of multi-layered blanket assemblies is well known 
in the art. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
provide a multi-layer blanket for the blanket of Brands et al. to provide a blanket with 
better print properties. 

With respect to claim 96, note that although Brands et al. does not specifically 
show the forme cylinder having a surface interruption, the provision of forme cylinders 
having grooves for mounting the plates is well known in the art. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide the forme cylinder of 
Brands et al. to include a groove to allow for easier removal and replacement of the 
plate. 
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Double Patenting 

13. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 
doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the 
unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent 
and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. A nonstatutory obviousness- 
type double patenting rejection is appropriate where the conflicting claims are not 
identical, but at least one examined application claim is not patentably distinct from the 
reference claim(s) because the examined application claim is either anticipated by, or 
would have been obvious over, the reference claim(s). See, e.g., In re Berg, 140 F.3d 
1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re Goodman, 11 F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 
(Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van 
Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 
USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 
1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) or 1.321(d) 
may be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory 
double patenting ground provided the conflicting application or patent either is shown 
to be commonly owned with this application, or claims an invention made as a result of 
activities undertaken within the scope of a joint research agreement. 

Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a 
terminal disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply 
with 37 CFR 3.73(b). 

14. Claims 65-66, 68, 70, 76, and 87 are rejected on the ground of nonstatutory 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1, 2, 4, and 7 of 
U.S. Patent No. 7,278,352 B2. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are 
not patentably distinct from each other because they each encompass a printing blanket 
unit including a support plate with two angled end legs, fold zones located at each of the 
leading and trailing end legs, a printing blanket on the exterior surface and having 
leading and trailing ends situated adjacent the folds, and a filler material acting as a 
support element and situated at the leading and trailing blanket ends between the folds 
and the blanket inside end surfaces. 

With respect to claim 65-66 and 68, note claim 1 of US '352 in particular. 
With respect to claim 70, note claim 4 of US '352 in particular. 
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With respect to claim 76, note claim 7 of US '352 in particular. 
With respect to claim 87, note claim 2 of US '352 in particular. 

15. Claims 65, 68, 69, 85, 88, 89, 91, 92, 94-98 are provisionally rejected on the 
ground of nonstatutory obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over 
claims 70, 84, ill, 112, 114, 115, 119, 120, 212, and 122 of copending Application No. 
10/538854. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably 
distinct from each other because they each encompass a printing blanket unit including 
a support plate with two angled end legs, fold zones located at each of the leading and 
trailing end legs, a printing blanket on the exterior surface and having leading and 
trailing ends situated adjacent the folds, and a filler material acting as a support element 
and situated at the leading and trailing blanket ends between the folds and the blanket 
inside end surfaces. 

With respect to claim 85, note claim 84 of US '854. 

With respect to claim 88, note claim 111 of US '854. 

With respect to claim 89, note claim 112 of US '854. 

With respect to claim 91, note claim 114 of US '854. 

With respect to claim 92, note claim 115 of US '854. 

With respect to claim 94, note claim 119 of US '854. 

With respect to claim 95, note claim 120 of US '854. 

With respect to claim 96, note claim 121 of US '854. 

With respect to claims 97-98, note claim 122 of US '854. 



Art Unit: 2854 

This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection because the 
conflicting claims have not in fact been patented. 



Allowable Subject Matter 

16. Claims 72-75, 86, and 93 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

17. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: 

With respect to claim 72, the prior art of record fails to teach or fairly suggest a 
printing blanket unit having all of the structure as recited, in combination with and 
particularly including, having leading and trailing end filler material which are adjacent 
each other and separated by a spacing distance as specifically recited. 

With respect to claim 86, the prior art of record fails to teach or fairly suggest a 
printing blanket unit having all of the structure as recited, in combination with and 
particularly including, the printing blanket unit having the particular different thickness 
areas as specifically recited. 

With respect to claim 93, the prior art of record fails to teach or fairly suggest a 
printing blanket unit having all of the structure as recited, in combination with and 
particularly including, the printing blanket unit being configured such that the filler 
material is secured to the printing blanket prior to mounting the blanket on the support 
plate. 
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Conclusion 

18. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Leslie J. Evanisko whose telephone number is (571) 
272-2161. The examiner can normally be reached on T-F 8:00 am-6:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Judy Nguyen can be reached on (571) 272-2258. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 

you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 

USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 

system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Lesfie J. c Evanis%> / 
Leslie J. Evanisko 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2854 

Ije 

March 17, 2008 



